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Sear Dr. Khonds* 

vhe last thing I wait to fie to this era of Watergate, of wiiioh. we have i&d««d ha& 
too nuch, is write a gsvarssmfc officials about kte cwa fetergettog. 1 have tried to 
soao aannar to which 1 could respond. to your letter of 7/22/74 without addressing 
ilas aocusatitai to you 'out 1 have men noaa. X regard your letter as cot responsive* " 
not i.ully trathfhaj as desigaud to evad©* the season it took aor« than a tsentb. to he 
written* and is seas- tost-sBa&s mi truthful at all. 

. 2ta jf° appears^ to be at vaitoac* with sows of your statute under oath, and this 
■*’ ! * '® 5 ® ^ S8a y°dr statraamts under oath were questionable and designed to &env 

123 q* £?y which they succeeded* 

, , Sou “ ad » rofaw,W3 tlw ssstent of the file of aarrespoudesnas with s». It you 
nad not brough mt earlier fctergate variant to the National Archives there would not be 
teis Krtexmvo oornevoDdaMie. You violate tits 1^ mid your can regulations with regular 
^ oa f oa ®° You rewrote a regulation after Kiaraprasentins it to a federal ludge 
3 ° ,Y° U coiu.fi produce it in apparent support of your aisrepresentation. This kind of 
ofiicxal aiscmuluct by the head of aa agaaey like the haticn&l Archives giro; the 
citissn a choice between stalwart effort to and your atiuprossima and dust quitting, 
to you have aeon* X haw not quite " a 

In the past uy letters have boos, long to be specific. In the present natter there 
saouia be no doubt ©boat what I ossa so I still net be that :sposific. 

. You *»*»*»» *ww officials performing official roles in withholding this transcript 
xroa ne. 1 hero .and now ask you to identify eeeh -and every on® of than’ w* the Nation 
which each porfozrad the function you assign his. Jo dfetug this I would Itoc/you to ro~ 

. it^tu ycu£ stateaffints under oath. Bscjuise of the language in your letter, which 


*v&Y& DCdl C©ild^isd VX >)| J.Q~i ;ycrj> 
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^ -a&c-.diss ox i he long period of tine over which I attempted to obtain a copy of this 
jransari.pt and the extensive correspondence - mu parttctOarly because %. fewter teamed 
Ee and practically begged b» to file suit so be would not have jis job to to - I do not find 
the warns you. use, Overssignt*’' ‘'uai'ortenata" and ^aad^tsauSable* at all sattBfeotoj y. 

She questions I asked to ay letter of June 19 or not in ay view adequately cw*~d 
in your ixrst paragraph. 

fhs contaivanca of your second peragnapfe is unreal. *fcdLe is not the. first tto* you are 
japposed to have or indeed were required to "review' 1 the classification. It is further a 
ddJxsn-.te deception in that there mo a gcmml review of the classified dooira'T t " of +h- 
****** in 1972-73 in accordance with Executive Order 11652 and Xort&wL 

*A ««.. _ A. f ..x rm. . . -i * *. " * * a gweS l S^igafa &asft vV*i»«flUCv* 


O 14. ^ **►.*«? I fuyt £4>u V??Si. T^es^as fwj; 

lllom * «** *» transcript. 2he advice of your atw^cye after i filed STSSt 

rslSVfillt tfl YOlM* rtM*li?hHnno JS r a , . . .... 


oblxgatL<ms teaw you weyt? rmpix^ to barn har. this additional review 
tefore^tJ!®!, In view of this X believe I ob cntitlM to specifics about who delayeTST 
, , 3paak of n ile{frottably f#f .filial ag 2 ^o&sant* • *ifne not received to til eTtsr 

we coi^t b deex^ieme” I to tew zum& ans. 2he ecn^rt sate dfi^ficdg on tiAo 

itodieSvSjT ^ yOU " Id ^ 3eparte3lt of Justic « to then both falsely 

I aa outraged at your at-.teaent that your failww to "provide Lyouj a final afeintot-a- 
teva decision on your 1972 request... did not cause any further delay in ['-our 5 recount cf 

. A -^. ^ a rc<3Qe8t 1111111 ?y72 » qhieh is false by sons yea^.Wrent 

X- 1 Z ~" “ has w> - uj y 111 SMfcVi sa a copy was not hurtful tc ae. 'ilsie si g o 

' bocause 1 ^ tiK ' iir ' lt fi45i: for it, thus it would hate teen an exciiudve, irspert- 


' u * ^ TOy wri't^r* In < 2 .^ ^h&>z XSmic X hau adued 


^ - » — - — — — - * wpeoiXic titied for tiiiu 

^or^atxon and m'vtofi teen denied it iftf ^ was additionally tonaging to a*. 



la all our aorreopondesoGe you nave resorted to sesaaatics. Hare X address the top of 
Pag® 2 of your letter, to which X add emphasis* "At that tine i,«bat tioe, ay 1972 jvuoowod 
request? J, pursuant to your request and to the request of cnothsrraao&rohcsr, a dasoifxoa- 


tioa review was undertaken.,.” Was tMs seoesad request Bade "at that tins?" 

However, you here are specific eaou^x for us to cose to grips. Ygu do say that *a cOaasi- 
ficatioa review sac ’mierizabsu* If you GSM this, sad It was long before X filed this suit* 
you oaanot have been isaeraat of tb? fact that the Oon^ies&eB did not have the authority 
to classifiy as it did, «vea if you kidded yourself into telioving that the GctaMssioa 
itself did the cljujjsifyiag, «h ieb you had to know froa yata? o«b rsoarda lt did not. 

Aa all of this relates to you personally it is ouch stare serious because you— personally-- 
have been In direct charge of this particular archive, feegtaais© before, you asssaed ys«r 


present post. 

However, you soy you did have a review. Siis had to establish two thing* the Cesad.Ksi.cn 
did not do tlie original classifying and. it lacked the authority in any event. You had to 
knew these things m& saro that are relevant. Yon then denied oe all over ussis sad thao 
at»dc> the representation® you did to the; court* I regard these as serlonr. transgressions, 
as I do hope at «o®» point you also will. X m not. contact to let the nutter rest here* 


^ -You doueuu yourself in claiming that vha. you once again did not dc what was required 
of you you. did not dais , to the court that X had net exhausted *sy a£sinistrattv» renodiiBs 
(faoK inappropriate a word!}* Shis was hardly a favor to no. it hid your neglect frets the 
court, as you hid other tilings froa it. By this point I presume you are not egBss&ly 
shani&d, but if you were, saying that with all the deceptions and nissvippsBectatiesa* the 
geveroaont nude to thin eon other courts in sy oases, this coos wee docidod "in its 
substantive ssexits" ought to ovoix a fueling; of sbaue* 


fiilse iapreasiono. 1'ou ixy in it, "Caoe again , we regret the incoavoBienoo and espsnae" 
to which you put ®?. iim sany tine® enn you do this to tw wad thiols anyon* osa believe it 
to be only ar.wider.tsl? 1 have taken, no case against you to court in uJdLoh tl» court did 
not rule that you <*nvi or X **« not entitled to access. You have boa® doing talc to sm 
sin.ee you became archivist, Br. Bahaer used one of these lufsttkarita as & coiZVeBieat tlis© 
to retire. You have refused me ' diet 1 was satitXisA to on sacirivcd excuses sad I ar. 
prepared to prove that you, pe aonoXXy, after refusing tse, soii.c3.tac another to apply 
wbeo he hud mo ouch intention sad then ??sve p o# what .1 ssoa/grfc as g» eailu«lva to Mu, 

You could depend upon Mb inability to understand aiai to clause, ana it worked out that 
way* -hia is but on® of the proofs that you have pciiticiaed soceae to the n&tiaaaX Jv.ri- 
tago upon which you ait. We both know that when I charged tide in court years ago you 
were and you remained silent, asking not a von nrs /orna denial. 


You, personally, tore seriously dsmged ray woifc and thereby as. This is but the ssost 
recent case. I therefore aok again for a full, honest and unclouded explanation of all 
that happened su<3 did not happen in this case, with dates cad full identifications. If 
I do not rsaeivs it within a reasonable tis;- «nd if it is not of tMs Aescriptiosa, I t-jii 
agaia consult counsel. I os being quits open with you. I have in Mad what you will find 
irj what * presumes is not staSgB to your or the office of your counsel, the AdaSMutrative 
Conference report on the Freedom of iM'oreatiaR law. 


I also ask that you, personally, sec* to it that there is & review of all denials uede 
to ac to date .-ad that you personally arc satisfied with their result. If tMs entails 
sora weak Hum you vouiu prefer, you ore r -sponeible for these denial and therefore for 
whutev.jr tirsa uud effort ura required. I include in this scat: of your "ssplanationB” of 
thu ..or Mitg u el «hut •—..•u.i.cvta. "aig a6E.crs.sd cs "siiii&'tcr fcrcu: , u uisuppsarBCoe cf 
smu eviumics nu& m ••x.--. cases uf your sv^fusulis to rsplE.es th<aa. I Moo irr-urio '.‘our 
rciUiiil.i to give sc w.’mt ocuer ug'-UMts iv vc- you for tMs purpono* and X do hop- tis&t iu 

Hiii? tl* aagsitude of what you have con« to so and shat it Ma coat os will become apparent 
'•*» S™» btiwt nlnn. in — - .... 


■ ^ r *’n- iiiD o,.'ve 

Li ii .i ^ . f l . . 


ixtmteti F4«5 acaftrss to t*wi hatiofiiil Archivos, 



